Looking Ahead: The next issue in December will focus on the fast-approaching presidential nominating season, the state of the Democratic campaign, and the varied terrain of primaries and caucuses the party's candidates will face.
Bush, The Democrats, and 'Red' and 'Blue' America W hile the struggling economy or the situation in Iraq might ultimately undermine President George W. Bush's bid for a second term, he is approaching his reelection campaign as arguably the most successful party-building president since Franklin D. Roosevelt.
Certainly, that is the case when measured in terms of Republican officeholders. FDR and Bush are the only presidents since the Depression whose parties gained House and Senate seats in their first midterm election. Both the Democrats under Roosevelt in 1934, and the Republicans under Bush in 2002, performed the rare political feat of solidifying their majorities on both sides of Capitol Hill in midterm voting.
The GOP also emerged from last year's election with more state legislative seats than the Democrats for the first time in a half century. And while the number of Republican governors has declined from 29 after the 2000 election to 27 now, Arnold Schwarzenegger's recent victory in the California recall election gives the GOP control of the governorships in the four most populous states (California, Texas, New York and Florida).
All of this compares quite favorably to Bush's recent predecessors. Three years into Bill Clinton's presidency, the Democrats had already lost their majorities on both sides of Capitol Hill. So had the Republicans at a similar point of Dwight D. Eisenhower's presidency. As Jimmy Carter approached reelection, Democratic House and Senate majorities were on the decline, while John F. Kennedy moved toward the fateful November of 1963 with an increased Democratic majority in the Senate but a slightly smaller Democratic House majority than when he first took office.
And the last three Republican presidents before Bush -Richard Nixon, Ronald Reagan and George Bush -all approached reelection saddled with Democratic majorities in the House of Representatives. Nixon and the elder Bush had to deal with a Democratic-controlled Senate as well.
2002: 'Red' America Trumps 'Blue' America R epublicans succeeded in the 2002 election by doing better on their part of the national electoral map than Democrats did on theirs. It is a map that has taken on a life of its own since the closely fought 2000 election, and reflects the concept of a nation evenly divided between 'red' and 'blue' America. For whatever reason, red is the color often associated with Republicans on election maps, with blue the color used to depict the Democrats.
Thirty states comprise Red America, the states carried by Bush in the last presidential election. They are mainly in the South, the Plains, and the Mountain West. Twenty states make up Blue America. They are the states carried by Democrat Al Gore and are mainly in the Northeast, the Pacific West, the industrial Midwest and the more agrarian Upper Midwest.
Altogether, Republican candidates won a healthy 78% of the Senate elections in Red America last fall, 74% of the gubernatorial elections, and 63% of the House elections. Republicans also picked up a critical Senate seat in Minnesota, and won six governorships in states from Massachusetts to Hawaii that Gore had carried two years earlier by at least 15 percentage points. For good measure, the GOP picked up the Vermont governorship vacated by Democratic presidential candidate Howard Dean.
Party Building Can Beget Polarization

B
ush's White House has played an integral role in the Republicans' recent success, both in recruiting candidates and helping to raise tens of millions of dollars to fund their campaigns. Bush has exhibited a degree of intraparty involvement that goes far beyond the level of most of his recent predecessors in the Oval Office. And so far, it has paid off.
But the flip side of efficient, hard-charging party building can be polarization, something the American electorate is displaying these days in spades.
A Gallup Poll taken earlier this month indicated that fully three-quarters of all registered voters have already made up their mind whether they will vote for or against Bush next November. And they are 
GOP's 2002 Victory Fashioned in 'Red' America
evenly split -38% saying they would definitely vote for the president, and 38% saying they would definitely vote against him. That leaves only one-quarter of the electorate up for grabs for an election still more than a year away. This is where Bush and FDR may part company. Like the current Bush administration, Roosevelt's New Deal had its visceral opponents. But by the start of FDR's first reelection campaign in 1936, Roosevelt was immensely popular and the Democrats dominated all levels of American politics. Meanwhile, the Republicans then were a traumatized and defeated force with the discredited former president, Herbert Hoover, still their most visible public face. FDR went on to score a landslide reelection victory in 1936 that helped expand the Democrats' already huge majorities on Capitol Hill to historic levels -a whopping 75 seats in the Senate, 333 seats in the House.
These days, the Republican advantage at both ends of Pennsylvania Avenue is much more tenuous. Their coalition is not so imposing that they have votes to spare in the presidential race or seats to spare in Congress.
The Republicans do begin the 2004 campaign with some significant advantages. Bush is unopposed for renomination -always a good sign for an incumbent president. He is on his way to raising a record $170 million or so for the primary season, dollars that can fund a massive advertising blitz during the spring and summer months next year that the Democrats will be hard pressed to match. In addition, the decennial post-Census recalculation of the electoral vote gives the states of Red America seven more electoral votes in 2004 than they had in 2000, and Blue America seven electoral votes less.
(Continued from Page 4)
At Who would have expected the Democrats to win the White House in 1992, in an election where a wealthy independent candidate emerged from nowhere to take nearly 20% of the vote… or that the Democrats would lose control of both houses of Congress in 1994 … or that the president would be impeached in 1998, and a new president elected in 2000 without a popular vote majority … or that the president's party would gain seats in both the House and Senate in 2002, defying history for the second midterm election in a row?
There is no mistaking that this is a politically volatile time, with the number of independent voters on the rise and the strength of independent-minded suburbs growing. And that could give the Democrats in 2004 a fighting chance, particularly in the presidential race.
In 2000, Gore was able to sweep many of the battleground states of the industrial Frost Belt by combining big majorities in large urban centers such as Philadelphia, Detroit and Chicago, with strong showings in the vote-rich suburban counties that adjoin them. That enabled Gore to carry Pennsylvania by winning just 18 of its 67 counties, to take Michigan by winning only 24 of its 83 counties, and to bag Illinois by carrying just 24 of its 102 counties.
Democratic gubernatorial candidates last fall were able to replicate Gore's victorious formula in those same three states, running well enough in the large cities and suburbs to offset Republican strength in smaller cities and rural areas. The basic difficulty for Democrats in 2004 is that they do not have much room for error. If they write off all, or virtually all, of the South next year, they will need to hold virtually all of the states that went for Gore last time as well as carry one or more of the states that got away. We are a year away from knowing whether the ramifications of the California recall favor the Democrats, the Republicans, or ultimately neither. How it plays out will go a long way in determining whether Red or Blue America emerges triumphant in 2004. Meanwhile, the demographics of California have been rapidly changing. Much of the recent population influx has been from the south (Hispanics) and west (Asians), making California a majority-minority state and its politics decidedly more Democratic.
To be sure, California's struggling economy and huge budget deficit worked against the beleaguered Davis in the October recall vote, while Schwarzenegger's celebrity and $20 million campaign chest played to the energetic Republican's advantage. Still, the latter's decisive victory showed that a Republican sounding fiscally conservative and socially liberal can win in the 'new' California -the California that is an integral part of Blue America.
Exit polls showed that Schwarzenegger carried all age groups, all education levels, and won a plurality of votes among both men and women, even though stories of sexual harrassment involving the buff movie star dominated the final days of the campaign.
He also made inroads among two groups that the Republicans covet, independents and Hispanics. Schwarzenegger drew nearly one-third of the votes cast by the latter, and a winning 43% share of ballots cast by the former.
In the actual vote count, he swamped his nearest rival, Democratic Lt. Gov. Cruz Bustamante, by a margin of nearly 1.5 million in a tally that is nearly complete. He swept 50 of California's 58 counties, including the nation's most populous, Democratic-oriented Los Angeles. And for good measure, Schwarzenegger pulled roughly 200,000 more votes than the pro-Davis "no" line could muster on the recall side of the ballot.
Even before the recall vote, the trend line for California Democrats had not been particularly good. While the state is still Democratic terrain, the party's advantage over the Republicans in party registration has declined from more than 1.6 million on the eve of the 2000 election to less than 1.3 million this September. Yet the prime growth has not been among Republicans, but independents, whose numbers have grown in California to nearly 2.5 million.
California's next foray onto the national stage will take place March 2, when the Golden State will anchor a large-scale day of primary voting across the country that could decide the 2004 Democratic presidential nomination. And yes, it is an event that independents in California will be allowed to join Democrats in deciding the outcome.
